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The Massie bill for the establishment of the Tofrens System 
of Land Registration again received signal defeat in the General 
Assembly. The bill was so drafted as to apply only to the city 
of Richmond and the county of Henrico, 
Torrens System with a provision that other cities and coun- 
Defeated. ties might put themselves under the opera- 

tion of the law by a system of local option. 
The Richmond delegation was divided on the subject and a 
protracted and earnest debate ensued. Hon. Eugene C. Massie, 
who has unselfishly devoted so much of his time in recent years 
to a study and advocacy of the system, is discouraged but not 
cast down. Those who know him know that he is not a "quitter." 
He has already announced that he will continue the fight, in 
which he has the hearty good wishes of the Register. 



We commend to the consideration of our learned State re- 
porter an expedient adopted by the Wisconsin reporter which 
will save time and trouble for lawyers. At present our reports 

have the number of the volume printed in the 
A Suggestion, upper inside corner of each page. Instead of 

doing this the Wisconsin reporter places at the 
top of each page after the title of the case, the number of the 
volume and the page on which the case is begun. For instance, 
he would place at the top of each page on which the case of 
Smith v. Jones was printed the following: 

Smith v. Jones, 104 Va. 185. 

By this expedient the lawyer, in reading a long opinion and 
desiring to refer to the first page and to a subsequent page on 
which a given principle is laid down, can glance at the top of 
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the page on which he is reading and get the number of the first 
page without interrupting his investigation by turning back in 
order to get the number of the page on which the opinion begins. 



The General Assembly acted wisely in rejecting the majority 
report of the committee appointed to investigate certain acts of 
the Corporation Commission. The report gratuitously suggested 
that Judge Crump should resign on account 
Judge Crump and of his connection with the Virginia Cor- 
the Corporation poration Company. The facts of the case 
Commission. have been published in detail and the bar 

is familiar with them. While it is gen- 
erally conceded, and indeed admitted by Judge Crump 
himself, that he acted indiscriminately, yet there is not a 
particle of evidence showing any corrupt motive. The bar of 
the city of Richmond and the Chamber of Commerce have by 
resolution expressed their abiding faith in Judge Crump's in- 
tegrity and ability and have put themselves on record as being 
of the opinion that his resignation would be a serious loss to the 
State. For a quarter of a century he has been a leader in the 
affairs of Richmond, his native city, where he is held in uni- 
versal respect and esteem. Those who have known him longest 
and best are firm in the conviction that he is a Christian gentle- 
man of the highest type and a lawyer of rare ability. 



The National Divorce Congress, called pursuant to an act of 
the General Assembly of Pennsylvania, met in Washington 
February 19-22. Governor Pennypacker, of Pennsylvania, was 
elected president, and Hon. R. T. Barton, of the 
Divorce Virginia delegation, was elected one of the vice- 
Congress. presidents. There were one hundred and six dele- 
gates present, representing forty-one States. The 
Congress displayed great earnestness in dealing with the ques- 
tion, and evidently realized fully the importance of the problem 
before it. The body adopted seventeen resolutions embodying 
principles which should characterize a uniform divorce statute, 
which it is proposed to draft and submit to the States for adop- 
tion. The task of making this draft was entrusted to a com- 
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mittee which is to report at another meeting of the Congress 
to be held during .the present year. In addition to the following 
resolutions, the Congress called upon the States to adopt a uni- 
form system of collecting marriage and divorce statistics, in order 
that the problem may be more intelligently studied. At present 
only about ten of the States make any provision by law for the 
collection of such statistics. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

I. — As to Federal Legislation. 

1. It is the sense of the Congress that no federal divorce law is 
feasible, and that all efforts to secure the passage of a constitutional 
amendment — a necessary prerequisite — would be futile. 

II. — As to State Legislation. 

1. Each state should adopt legislation restricting the remedies 
afforded by its statutes of divorce to its own citizens. 

2. When the courts are given cognizance of suits where the plain- 
tiff was domiciled in a foreign jurisdiction at the time the cause of 
complaint arose, it should be insisted that relief will not be given 
unless the cause of divorce was included among those recognized in 
such foreign domicile. 

3. Not less than two years' residence should be required on the 
part of a plaintiff who has changed his or her state domicile since 
the cause of divorce arose. 

4. An innocent and injured party, husband or wife, seeking a 
divorce should not be compelled to ask for a dissolution of the 
bonds of matrimony, but should be allowed, at his or her option, 
to apply at any time for a divorce from bed and board. Therefore 
divorces a mensa should be retained where already existing, and 
provided for in states where no such rights exist 

5. The causes for divorce existing by legislative enactment would 
seem to be susceptible of classification into groups. These causes 
should be restricted to offenses by one party to the marriage contract 
against the other of so serious a character as to defeat the objects 
of the marital relation, and they should never be left to the discre- 
tion of a court, but in all cases should be clearly and specifically 
enumerated in the statute. Uniformity in this branch of the law 
is much to be desired, but the evils arising from diverse causes in 
the different states will be very greatly abated if migratory divorces 
are prohibited. 

6. The following causes for divorce seems to be in accordance with- 
American legislation; but this Congress does not at present recom- 
mend any attempt at uniform legislation as to causes: 
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a. Ante-Nuptial Causes. 

1. Impotency. 

a. Consanguinity and affinity, properly limited. 

3. Former marriage. 

4. Fraud, force or coercion. 

5. Insanity, unknown to the other party. 

b. Post-Nuptial Causes for Divorce a. v. m. 

1. Adultery. 

2. Bigamy. 

3. Conviction of felony. 

4. Intolerable cruelty. 

5. Willful desertion for two years. 

6. Habitual drunkenness. 

c. Post-Nuptial Causes for Divorce a. m. 

1. Adultery. 

2. Intolerable cruelty. 

3. Willful desertion for two years. 

4. Hopeless insanity of husband. 

5. Habitual drunkenness. 

7. Conviction of crime should not be a cause unless such con- 
viction has been followed by a continuous imprisonment for at least 
two years, and unless such conviction has been the result of trial 
in some one of the states of the Union, or in a federal court, or in 
some one of the countries or courts subject to the jurisdiction of the 
United States, or in some foreign country granting a trial by jury, 
followed by an equally long term of imprisonment. 

8. A decree should not be granted a. v. m. for insanity arising after 
marriage. 

9. Desertion should not be a cause for divorce unless persisted in 
for a period of at least two years. 

10. A divorce should not be granted unless the defendant has been 
given full and fair opporiunity, by notice brought home to him, to 
have his day in court, when his residence is known or can be ascer- 
tained. 

11. Any one named as co-respondent should in all cases be given 
an opportunity to intervene. 

12. Hearings and trials should always be before the court, and 
not before any delegated representative of it, and in all uncontested 
divorce cases, and in any other divorce case where the court may 
deem it necessary or proper, a disinterested attorney should be 
assigned by the court to enter an appearance for the defendant and 
actively defend the cause. 

13. A decree should not be granted unless the cause is shown 
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by affirmative proof, aside from any admissions on the part of the re- 
spondent. 

14. A final decree dissolving the marriage tie so completely as to 
permit the remarriage of either party should not be entered until 
the lapse of a reasonable time after a decree nisi after hearing or trial 
upon the merits of the cause. The Wisconsin, Illinois and California 
rule of one year is recommended. 

15. In no case should the children born during coverture be 
bastardized excepting where they are the offspring of bigamous 
marriages or the impossibility of access by the husband has been 
proved. 

16. Each state should adopt a statute embodying the principle 
contained in the Massachusetts act which is as follows: "If an in- 
habitant of this commonwealth goes into another state or country 
to obtain a divorce for a cause which occurred here while the par- 
ties resided here or for a cause which would not authorize a divorce 
by the laws of this commonwealth, a divorce so obtained shall be 
of no force or effect in this commonwealth." 2 Mass. Compiled Laws, 
1902, chap. 152, page 1357; Public statutes, chap. 146, sec. 41. 

17. That fraud or collusion in obtaining or attempting to obtain 
divorces should be made statutory crimes with severe penalties. 



